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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: New language "storing an association" was argued by the applicant 
as not being taught by the prior art. The claimed association is interpreted by the Examiner as something broad 
enough to encompass any association to include information, topic and even time relationships. We also discussed 
time controlling the position of each sound independently. The Examiner suggested using the term "sound topic" as 
being positionaliy controlled. 
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